Preposition errors found in the descriptive writings of the third semester English department students of Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya. [CD-ROM] by Maramis, Fungky
PREPOSITION ERRORS FOUND IN THE DESCRIPTIVE 
WRITINGS OF THE THIRD SEMESTER ENGLISH 
DEPARTMENT STUDENTS OF WIDYA MANDALA 
CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY SURABAYA 
A THESIS 
As a Partial Fulfillment of the Requirement 
For the Sarjana Pendidikan Degree in  
English Language Teaching 
 
By: 
FUNGKY MARAMIS 
1213009026 
ENGLISH EDUCATION STUDY PROGRAM 
FACULTY OF TEACHER TRAINING AND EDUCATION 
WIDYA MANDALA CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY  
SURABAYA 
2013 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
i 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
 
 First of all, the writer would like to express his greatest gratitude to 
God who has blessed him to accomplish this thesis from the beginning until 
the end. The writer would also like to express his deepest appreciation to the 
following people who have given their time guiding and helping him in 
finishing this thesis. 
1 Y.G. Harto Pramono, Ph.D., the writer’s first advisor who has 
guided and given his valuable suggestions and idea during his busy 
days reviewing the writer’s thesis. 
2 P. Hady Sutris Winarlim, M.Sc., the writer’s second advisor who 
has given his valuable time in guiding the writer by giving 
comments, suggestions, and ideas in finishing the writer’s thesis. 
3 Davy Budiono, M. Hum., one of the writer’s triangulators who has 
given his valuable time helping the writer analyze the students’ 
works. 
4 Dr. Hendra Tedjasuksmana, M.Hum., one of the writer’s 
triangulators who has helped the writer analyze the result of the 
interviews and given valuable ideas. 
5 Constansy Nurdiana A, S.Pd., the English teacher of SMAK Santa 
Agnes Surabaya who became the writer’s triangulator and helped 
the writer analyze the students’ works. 
6 All the lecturers of the English Department of Widya Mandala 
Catholic University Surabaya for their guidance during his studies. 
7 The writer’s beloved parents, sister, and brother who have given 
their support, love, and prayer in finishing his thesis. 
ii 
 
8 All the writer’s close friends, Rendrianto, Adi, Puspita, Marga, 
Gio, and Firsty who have given a lot of support to the writer to 
finish his thesis 
 Finally, the writer would also thank those who have not been 
mentioned for their big contribution, support, prayer and love given to the 
writer. The writer realized that without their helpful cooperation of those 
mentioned above and people who could not be mentioned one by one, the 
writer could not have finished this thesis. 
 
 
 
The writer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
iii 
 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS ....................................................................i 
TABLE OF CONTENTS ........................................................................iii 
LIST OF TABLES................................................................................... vi 
LIST OF FIGURES ................................................................................ vii 
ABSTRACT .......................................................................................... viii 
1. INTRODUCTION .............................................................................. 1 
1.1. Background of the Study ...................................................... 1 
1.2. Statement of the Problems ................................................... 3 
1.3. Objectives of the Study ........................................................ 4 
1.4. Theoretical Framework ........................................................ 4 
1.5. Scope and Limitation of the Study ....................................... 5 
1.6. Significance of the Study ..................................................... 5 
1.7. Definition of Key Terms ...................................................... 6 
1.8. Organization of the Thesis ................................................... 7 
2. REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE ......................................... 8 
2.1. Errors and Mistakes ............................................................. 8 
2.1.1. Errors .................................................................. 8 
2.1.2. Mistakes.............................................................. 9 
2.1.3. The Difference of Errors and Mistakes ................ 9 
2.1.4. Significance of the Learners’ Errors .................... 10 
2.1.5. Types of Errors ................................................... 10 
2.1.6. Sources of Errors................................................. 12 
2.1.7. Error Analysis ..................................................... 13 
2.2. Descriptive Writings ............................................................ 14 
iv 
 
2.3. Prepositions ......................................................................... 15 
2.3.1. Prepositions Showing Physical Relationship ....... 16 
2.3.2. Prepositions Showing Other Semantic  
Relationship .................................................................. 22 
2.4. Review of Some Related Studies.......................................... 25 
3. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ....................................................... 27 
3.1. Research Design .................................................................. 27 
3.2. Type of Data and Data Source.............................................. 27 
3.3. Data Collection .................................................................... 28 
3.4. Instrument............................................................................ 29 
3.5. Data Analysis Technique ..................................................... 29 
4. DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF THE  
FINDINGS .............................................................................................. 34 
4.1. Data Analysis....................................................................... 34 
4.1.1. Types of Errors ................................................... 34 
4.1.2. The Frequency and Percentage of Error  
Occurrence ................................................................... 56 
4.1.3. The Frequency and Percentage of Sources of 
Preposition Errors ......................................................... 59 
4.2. Interpretation of the Findings ............................................... 61 
4.2.1. L1 Interference .................................................... 64 
4.2.2. Ignorance of the Rule Restrictions ....................... 65 
4.2.3. False Concepts Hypothesized .............................. 65 
4.2.4. Overgeneralization .............................................. 66 
5. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS ............................................. 67 
5.1. Conclusion ........................................................................... 67 
v 
 
5.2. Suggestions .......................................................................... 69 
BIBLIOGRAPHY .................................................................................. 72 
Appendix I .............................................................................................. 74 
Appendix II ............................................................................................. 75 
Appendix III ........................................................................................... 87 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
vi 
 
LIST OF TABLES 
 
Table 2.1 Types of Prepositions Showing Physical Relationship (Time) ... 16 
Table 2.2 Types of Prepositions Showing Physical Relationship (Position)
 ................................................................................................................. 18 
Table 3.1 Corder’s Steps to Conduct an Error Analysis Study................... 29 
Table 4.1 The Frequency of Each Type of Preposition Errors ................... 56 
Table 4.2 The Total Number of Each Type of Preposition Errors .............. 58 
Table 4.3 The Frequency of Each Source of Preposition Errors Made by 
Each Student ............................................................................................ 59 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
vii 
 
LIST OF FIGURES 
 
Figure 4.1 The Percentage of Sources of Errors ........................................ 61 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
viii 
 
ABSTRACT 
 
Maramis, Fungky. 2013. Preposition errors found in the descriptive 
writings of the third semester English Department students of 
Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya. S1 Thesis. 
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Mandala Catholic University Surabaya, 2013. Advisors: (1) 
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M.Sc. 
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 Language is a means of communication. With language, people 
can express their ideas, thoughts, and feelings. English, in this case, has 
become an international language that is used in many countries. In 
Indonesia, English is a foreign language. When learning a foreign language, 
people often face interference.  
There are many kinds of English grammatical item the students 
learn. One of them is prepositions. Although prepositions have been taught 
since the junior high, or even in some schools it is taught at the elementary 
level, errors in prepositions are still often made. Descriptive, one of the 
genres in writing, has been taught in the senior high school. One of the 
significant lexicogrammatical features of descriptive writings is the use of 
adverbials (prepositions). Therefore, the writer would like to find out the 
students’ learning problems of prepositions in descriptive writings and 
kinds of error that they make. The purpose of this study is to find out the 
types of preposition errors made by the third semester English Department 
students of Widya Mandala Catholic University Surabaya in their 
descriptive writings, the types of prepositions on which the students often 
made errors, and their sources.  
 This study is descriptive in nature. The data used in this study are 
prepositions and prepositional phrases; the types of error on the use of 
prepositions, the types of prepositions on which the errors occurred, and the 
sources of the errors. To get the data, the writer borrowed the students’ 
midterm examination from the lecturers who taught Writing Course II in the 
academic year of 2012/2013. Next, the writer selected and picked up data 
which are relevant to the problems of the study. After that, the writer 
analyzed and classified the errors on the use of prepositions in descriptive 
writings. At the same time, the writer asked two of his triangulators (a 
lecturer and a teacher) to analyze and classify them. Next, the writer 
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compared the identification from each evaluator. Then, the writer calculated 
and tabelized the percentage of each error. The result of the research shows 
that the most frequent errors made by the third semester English 
Department students of Widya Mandala Catholic University in their 
descriptive writings are errors of substitution (72.44%), followed by errors 
of addition at the second place (19.68%) and errors of omission at the last 
place (7.88%). The writer found that those errors occurred in the four types 
of prepositions with prepositions of other semantic relationship as the most 
problematic prepositions (71.65%), followed by prepositions of position 
(18.11%), prepositions of time (7.88%), and prepositions of direction as the 
least problematic prepositions (2.36%).  
 Next, the writer interviewed all of the writers of the selected 
writings to find out the sources of errors. After that, the writer asked two 
lecturers as the triangulators to analyze the result of the interviews to 
classify the sources of errors. The result of the interviews shows that the 
most frequent sources of errors are L1 interference (48.51%), followed by 
ignorance of the rule restrictions (29.10%), false concepts hypothesized 
(20.90%), and overgeneralization (1.49%). 
 The implication of the research finding in the teaching of 
descriptive writing is that the teaching approach is expected to anticipate the 
making of the errors by emphasizing the differences between the native 
language and the target language to overcome the L1 interference problem. 
In explaining the prepositions that are confusing, especially prepositions of 
position, the teaching approach should emphasize the relation between the 
two things. Still regarding the prepositions that are confusing, especially 
prepositions of time, the students should be explained about the rules of 
using a certain preposition of time. Last but not least, the students should be 
explained about idiomatic expressions. 
